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From: <jabbottmd@mindspring.com: A Pwiit.l )
To: “Pike Team" <northempike@dfig.ca.gov> ROV 0 1 2005
Date: 10/28/2005 10:44:13 PM ; E _
Subject: Public Gomment on Pike Eradication Plan (A 3:55 pwi

Citizen: Joseph A. Abbott

Email: jabbottmd@mindspring.com
Organization; Sierra Club

Address:

1870 Jackson 5t #502

83 Church 3t Johnsville, CA. 96103
San Francisco, CA 84109

Home Phone: 415-474-2680
Bus. Phone: WA

Mobile; 415-730-2955

Fax: 415-474-2889

add 1o mailing list

Comment:

| am against DFG's Lake Davis rodenona poisoning plan as presently envisionad. From a lack of
performing a simple "damage assessmen!” analysis, nothing was leamed by DFG from the mistakes in
their first rotenone application at the Lake. The key unanswered question is why was there rolenone
success in Siefra Valley and at Frenchman's Lake, while the Davis applications failed?

If DFG's initial applications failed at Davis, what can be dona to make sure thara will be success this
time? More intensive poisoning bespeaks lack of an imaginative solution. I's more of the same except
this time around, it's all bigger and betler. DFG's Plan Y2000 is bad science and politically nonsensical,

To have Public credibility and acceptance, any eradication proposal must be subject to review by an
indepandant “Blue Ribbon" committee consisting of prominent personages (for objectivity not directly
invested with the Lake or DFG) including scientisls, academics, environmentalists. and others
knowledgeable about fish and/ or pike. This commitles would assess DFG proposals and make
recommendations for eradication with improved follow-up monitoring and a coherent response plan if
once again there is failure.

| predict that uncritical acceptance and implementation of the present DFG poisoning scheme (Plan
¥2000) will haunt California for decades to come. And present DFG leaders will be lang retired and
unaccountable for the results of their environmental destruction, while we residents in the Sierra will still
be harvesting residue adverse biological effects of an ill-conceived poisoning project. The present DFG
plan is no more than a rush to solve their political problems.

Joseph Abbott, MD. Johnsville, CA.
Mailing address:

1870 Jackson SL. #502

San Francisco, CA_ 94109

phone: 415-730-2655

S— . — —Fagai]

| Lake Davis Pike Project - Public Comment on Pike Eradication Plan



Lake Davis Pike Project - Lake Davis scoping response.

From: Josaph Abbolt <jabbottmd@mindspring.com> |
To: <northempike@dfg.ca.gov> I|
Date: TV282005 1004114 PM .
Subject: Lake Davis scoping response.

I am against DFG's Lake Davis rolenone poisoning plan as presently
envisioned, From alack of parforming a simple "damage assassment”
analysis, nothing was leamed by DFG from the mistakes in their first
rolenone application al the Lake. The key unanswered guestion is why was
there rolenone success in Sierra Valley and sl Frenchman's Lake, while the
Davis applications failed?

It DF G's initial applications failed at Davis, whal can be done fo make
sure there will be success this lime? More intensive poisoning bespeaks
lack of an imaginative sclution. It's more of the same axcepl this tima
around, it's all bigger and better. DFG's Plan Y2000 is bad science and
politically nonsensical.

To have Public credibility and acceplance, any eradication proposal must ba
subject to review by an independent “Blua Ribbon” committea consisting of
prominent personages (for objectivity nol directly invested with the Lake

or DFG) including scientists, academics, environmentalists, and others
knowledgeable about fish and/ or pike. This commitiee would assess DFG
proposals and make recommendations for eradication with improved follow-up
monitoring and a coherent response plan if once again there is failure.

I predict thal uncritical acceptance and implementation of ihe present DFG
poisoning scheme (Plan ¥2000) will haunt California for decades to coma.
And present DFG leaders will be long retired and unaccountable for the
regults of their environmental destruction, while we residents in the

Sierra will siill be harvesling residue adverse biclogical effects of an
ill-concaived poisoning project. The present DFG plan is no more than a
rush o solve their political problems.

J h Abbott. MD. Johnsville, CA.



| am against DFG's Lake Davis rotenone poisoning plan as presently
envisioned. From a lack of performing a simple "damage assessment” analysis,
nothing was learned by DFG from the mistakes in their first rotenone application
at the Lake. The key unanswered question is why was there rotenone success in
Sierra Valley and at Frenchman's Lake, while the Davis applications failed?

If DF G's initial applications failed at Davis, what can be done to make sure there
will be success this time? More intensive poisoning bespeaks lack of an
imaginative solution. It's more of the same except this time around, it's all bigger
and better. DFG's Plan Y2000 is bad science and politically nonsensical.

To have Public credibility and acceptance, any eradication proposal must be
subject to review by an independent "Blue Ribbon" committee consisting of
prominent personages (for objectivity not directly invested with the Lake or DFG)
including scienfists, academics, environmentalists, and others knowledgeable
about fish and/ or pike. This committee would assess DFG proposals and make
recommendations for eradication with improved follow-up monitoring and a
coherent response plan if once again there is failure.

| predict that uncritical acceptance and implementation of the present DFG
poisoning scheme (Plan Y2000) will haunt California for decades to come. And
present DFG leaders will be long retired and unaccountable for the results of
their environmental destruction, while we residents in the Sierra will still be
harvesting residue adverse biological effects of an ill-conceived poisoning
project. The present DFG plan is no more than a rush to solve their political
problems.

Joseph Abbott, MD. Johnsville, CA.
Mailing address:

1870 Jackson St. #502

San Francisco, CA. 94109

phone: 415-730-2955



| Lake Davis Pike Project - northem pike in Lake Davis Page 1 |

From: Cam mlenF
To: =norhempi fg.ca.gov=

Dato: 272005 6:51:21 PM

Subject: norihern pike in Lake Davis

(T s T
(O RTV R
| don't think that you guys should worry about the Northem Pike | ; ‘-"T
Because People like mysell and my Grandpa like to fish for them and | OCT 2 B 2005 |
Lake Davis is the closat lake to go fish for them. i

tanks for your fime



| Lake Davis Pike Project - Eradication Program

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Colleagues,

“Gabino Alonso®
<ipaulsen@@dig.ca gov>
B/ 1472005 9:27.04 AM
Eradication Program

| just read the news release on your new plan lo eradicale pike from Lake
Davis. | think this iz a good step. However, | believe it needs o go

further. | would prefer you go overkill on this; drain the lake completely,
treal the lake and tributaries for a year using multiple methods, | rather

go overkill because | fear that the current plan might not be enough. |
would alzo like o see the lake closed off for a few years to the public o
maonitor it and also implement a formal check in and check oul procedure o
those visiting it and fishing it.

| use to fish lake davis with my dad when | was a child and | have had lots
of fond meamories and | am looking forward to it going back to the way il use

to be

If | can be of any help or support with this effort, pleasa let me know.

Regards,
Gabino Alonso

RECFIVED)|
| QCT 2 B 2003 |
*Ryan Broddrick™ <directori@idfg.ca.gov> -~ (¥ 10 o4 a.m

£agell



| Lake Davis Pike Project - Scoping comments

From: Laurel Am s
To: <northernpikei@dfg.ca.gov= | N ':, e LB _,-"f] Bt
Date; 1003002005 B:12:05 PM - i e -
Subject: Scoping comments

Dear DFG. Scoping comments on the Lake Davis northern pike project are
atlached, Laurel Ames



October 30, 2005

To: California Department of Fish and Game

P.O. Box 1858
Portola, CA 96122 by fax 530-832-9706

Supervisor

Plumas Mational Forest

159 Lawrence Sireet

PO Box 11500

Quincy, CA 95571 by fax 530-283-7746

From: Laurel W. Ames

RE: Lake Davis Northern Pike - - Rotenone Poisoning Project
Dear Department of Fish and Game and Supervisor, Plumas National Forest

1 understand that you intend to prepare a joint Environmental Document for the
proposed eradication of pike in Lake Davis, Plumas County.

The following scoping comments are provided to indicate the necessary data
that will be required for a comprehensive environmental report to meet the
criteria of full disclosure:

1) The document must analyze the impacts of various poisoning strategies
using aquatic pesticides, especially piscicides, and the toxicity of all of
the inert ingredients in these materials that singly or together will impact
other organisms in the lake besides fish, both native and non-native.

2) The analysis of the cumulative impacts of the use of toxic materials in
the Lake Davis watershed on both fish and macroinvertebrates, from the
headwaters to Lake Oroville for the past fifty years.

3) The disclosure of all fish eradication projects in the Lake Davis
watershed over the past fifty years by date, including information for
each project as to the length of stream reach, quantity of poison used,
formulation of poison used, concentration of poison used, number of
times the poisoning was repeated, and date of each poisoning project.



4) The disclosure of all analyses of impacts that have been undertaken on
the headwaters, lake, and downstream reaches in regards to fish-
eradication projects in various portions of the watershed.

3) An inventory of the current populations of each species and age
classification and in relation to earliest studies of each species in the
Lake Davis watershed

6) An analysis of the retention time in sediments of the headwaters, lake
and downstream reaches to Lake Oroville of the Feather River of the
pesticides, the name and quantity of inert ingredients of the pesticides,
and the sources of these toxic substances in the sediments of the Lake
Davis watershed. (Cf. Sacramento Bee, *Study finds pesticide effect in
local creeks,” October 30, 2005, pB1.)

7) An alternative that uses no poison to eradicate the pike, such as a
complete drawdown of Lake Davis. This alternative will give the
agencies and the public the clearest picture of the comparison of the use
of poison on the environment to an alternative that does not introduce
more poison into the Lake Davis watershed.

8) The complexities of poisoning Lake Davis to eradicate the pike are
extensive. An EIR/EIS will be required to fully disclose the intricacies
and serious environmental impacts of introducing poison into Lake
Davis again.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment, If you have any questions, please
contact me at 530-541-5752, or at the address below.

Please place me on your contact lists for mailing future documents on the
subject of poisoning Lake Davis.

Very truly yours,

Laurel W. Ames









ik Davis Pike Projot - Nrihem Pie

From: “Julie Ann"

To: <ipaulsani@dig.ca.gov>
Date: /1572005 4:33.03 AM
Subject: Northern Pike

Aren't there less costly or less invasive methods of dealing with these "voracious” fish? They live quite
comforiably and well with all other species of fish in Minnesata: trout, walleye, large and smalimouth
bass... yes, they eat thesa fish but thal's what happens in every ocean and in aach fake on this earth.
One suggestion would be to spend precious budget dollars on beefing up the populations of other
species you balieve to be at risk; another would be to contact the MN Depl. of Natural Resources, whera
many studies have been conducted on how these exact species of fish can cohabit with others in the
same water. A trip to Minnesota would be an eye opener since there are few lakes thal do NOT have
Northern Pike. It sounds like a colossal waste of time and money o try and eradicate the “pest” when it
has already been proven (while remaining true even now) that they do not entirely kill off olher species. .
Northemns (nol pikes, as y'all call them) are game fish in the same class as walleye: they eal other
species, so what? This is a perfect axample of the uninformed making decisions based on poor
information. Thank you for reading.

o T

B

e “‘l;-'_..-f IVEL
[ |
DCT 2 B 2005
: é}c, 1005 am
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| Lake Davis Pike Project - an email of support e~ S ~ Page1

e  ——
To: <ipaulsenfhdig.ca.gov>

Date: 8142005 2:45:19 PM
Subject: an amall of support
Afiter the latest failure, | thoughi we resigned to let the pike slowly e r—c-= i Tyl ;l
infest all of our fisheries. | £ bRk
| T 9
Good luck. | hope it works and the public accepis it! e 1005 |

i

-



| dulie Cunningham - Lake D_.wi_s_—_ﬂ::n;:qng ::':nm;ngm_s - The Anglers Commiliee

From: "Bob Baloochi™ _

To: “Julie Cunningham™ <jcunningham@dig.ca.gov>, “Angie Dillingham™
<adillingham@fs.fed us>

Date: 107212005 3:37:51 PM

Subject: Lake Davis - Scoping Comments - The Anglers Committee

Octobar 21, 2005
Ms. Julis Cunningham, Staff
Paoriola Offica

Department of Fish and Gamea

Re: Eradication of Northern Pike At Lake Davis (aka Proposed Lake Davis Pike Eradication Project);
Proposed Joini Environmental Impact Report and Envirenmental Impact Siatement; Scoping Comments
by The Anglers Committes

Via E-Mail — -_;_-g.:Tfa'- : »
| geT 28 WR |
Dear Ms. Cunningham: :B_C' I'_[I_{_fim
P _JJ&_ML

Fleasa be advisad The Anglers Committee supports the treatment of Lake Davis to rid the lake of
northarm pike spacies. The majority of the mambears of the Anglers Committea, who live throughout
Northemn California, are fiy fisher person that fish Lake Davis. We are also concerned about the effects
o the anadromous fisharies in the Bay Della and also restdent trout fisherias rasulting from noriharn pike
migrating into the Middle Fork Feather, Feather River, and Sacramento River watersheds

We are also concernad about the post-project canditions that may affect anglers and the planted trout
after the lake is treated. We will review the mitigation measures contained in the draft EIR and EIS for
post-project conditions and will submit comments to tha Depariment and tha Plumas National Forest,

Pleasa forward a hard copy of the draft EIR to:

Bob Baiocchi




| Julie Cunningham - Lake Davis - Scoping Comments - The Anglers Commiltee B Page 2|

Thank you for the opportunity to submit scoping comments to the Department with a copy to the Plumas

Mational Forast,
Respectfully Submitted
Bob Baiocchi, FOR
Fresident

The Anglers Committes Board of Direclors

Bob Baiocchi
Brian Marcus
Dale Marsh
Doug Patterson i |
_-—_'_':.;.-__;-b'lw.lr B ’
Joel Baiocchi AR G
| - 9 ".""' '||Il|_|. 1
Colin Stokes pld &%

Jim Melaney s W

oo Ms. Angie Dillingham, District Ranger
Beckwourth Ranger District
Plumas National Forest
US Forest Service
Via E-Mail

The Anglers Commitiee, Direclors

Interesied Parties (Ses E-Mail Memo)

CC: *Joal Baiocchi®™ <jcblaw2i@juno com>, "Jim Molonay” <jmolo@0932@s0l com=, "Dale
#2 Mareh" <dale@tileartisans.com?>, "Colin Stokes" <cstokes10¢@acl com:>, “Brian Marcus™
<marcus@psin.com>, "Bob Balocchi” <baiocchi@psin.com>, "Doug Patierson™
<innatedoc@earthlink_net>, "Paul Hendricks" <pmh_jd@sbcglobal. net>, "Peter Niebauer”



| Julie Cunningham - Lake Davis - Scoping Comments - The Anglers Commiliee Page 3 |

<faatherriversami@earthlink_net>, "Alan Blakenship® <alan@threeriversguideservice. com=, "Randy van
Viiet" <salmo_fario@yahoo.com=>, "Randy Siever” <sieverZsieven@yahco.com>, "William Powers”
<powersipsin.com>



Lake Davis Pike Projeci - Public Comment on Pike Eradication Plan Page 1

From:

To: "Pike Team™ <porthernpike@dig.ca.gov=
Date: S28/2005 1:34:49 PM

Subject: Public Comment on Pike Eradication Plan

Cilizen: Ken Baker

add 1o mailing list

Comment:

| called in to view point. My comment is somebody pul those fish in the lake and will do it again.| fish the
delta and want it protecied but, killing the Pike will not end this. | wish you all good luck because, | thing
the Judge is dreaming that somebody will not introduce these again, Please add we 1o any lisl you might
have fregarding news in the fufure

i

5,
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Lake Davis Pike Project - ake davi project

From: Linda Bium [N
To: <jcunningham@dig.ca.gov>
Diate: 10/31/2005 9:24:30 PM
Subject: lake davis project

October 31, 2005

Ms. Julie Cunningham

Calilornia Depariment of Fish and GGame
Portola Field Office

P.O. Box 1858

FPoriola, CA 88122

RE: Lake Davis Pike Eradication Project

Dear Ms. Cunningham:

| attended the Depariment's scoping meating on the afternoon of

Seplamber 26, 2005, and presented oral commeanis aboul polential

wildlife impacts of the proposed poisoning treatment of Lake Davis.

Since that meeting, | have studied your environmenlal checklist

document, "PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND INITIAL STUDY, LAKE DAVIS PIKE
ERADICATION PROJECT,” and found nearly every significant environmental
issue already identified. | command you and your colleagues for the

more comprehensive and siraightforward prasentation of information this

tima around.

I hopa that the draft EIR/EIS adequately addresses those polential

impacts and risks named by the checklist, and | pledge fo criticize the
Depariment long and loudly if the drafl EIRFEIS fails to address issues
commilied for study by the Project Description and Initial Study.

Al a fundamental lavel, | still balieve that the definition of the

project limits its range of allarnatives to environmentally damaging
oplions. By defining the goal as eradication of pike and getting
yourselves a legislative resolution making pike an outlaw spacies in
the state, the Department has complately disguised tha facl that it has
usurped and destroyad all other authorized purposes and uses of Lake
Davis in order lo operate the lake as a trout fishery.

The EIR/EIS should discuss the roles and responsibilities of the

various State and Federal agencies having public trust dulies over
natural resources in the project watershed, including the LS. Forest
Service, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, NOAA Figheries, and the
California Depariment of Water Resources. Pariicular attention should
be paid to the DWR, since it owns the facility and must operate il for

the banafit of the people of Plumas Counly per the waler contract. Lake
Davis is supposed to provide a balance of the following baneficial

uses: recreation, water supply, and fish and wildiife. The DWR should

be the lead agency on this CEQA document and this project. DWR has a
duty to keep the Depariment of Fish and Game from running amok again at
Lake Davis. It is unreasonable 1o have ona use — aven a rophy troul
fishery — dominale all other beneficial uses of the lake and its waler.

The EIR/EIS mus! demonsirate how doing S0 is consistent with the
State’s public trust duties, which extend to all upland areas and

lerrestrial species which might be affected by treatmeants of the lake

| M—

NOV 0 1 2005

Page 1 |

R Tr—w—J[T‘




iributaries. Public trust resources polentially affected by helicopler
spraying of upland ponds, marshes, and other wellands should be
discussed, too.

What is the funding source for this project? The EIREIS should include
a descniplion of the funding source and the official justification for
the project.

Oine significant issue not identified in the initial study, but that

should be addressed in the EIR/ELS, is the potential for simultaneous
implementation of the Lake Davis poisoning and the Plumas National
Forest's Freeman project. How do you anticipate the timing of the
Freeman and the rotenone projects will proceed? Will Foresl Service
Limited Operating Periods and public closures in 2007 and/or 2008 make
it infeasible to implement parts or all of the Freeman project? Wil

forest thinnings, road decommissionings, riparian improvement projects,
or aspen regeneration projecis be affected in any way by the rotenone
program?

I remain concerned aboul the potential for secondary and tertiary
poisonings of non-largel terresinal species that would be preying or
scavenging upon posoned fish, or upon olher animals that have
scavenged poisoned carcasses in and along the stream channels of the
fake tributaries, as well as around the edges of the lake, whatever its
water level, immediately after the poisaning and for the winler and
following the potsoning. You know probably better tham | that in
winter, just about any aclive spacies will scavenge. The EIR/EIS must
evaluate the polential for blo-accumulation and poisoning of each and
every componeant of tha rotenone formulation, especially with regard to
TES species known or suspecied o occur in the watershed, including
g::t g;:ﬂm. spolted owl, bald eagie, golden eagle, osprey, goshawk,
m .

Thank you for considering the above comments in the development of the
EIRSEIS. | look forward to reviewing the draft EIR/EIS and hope you
will notify me when it is available for public comment

Sinceraly,
Linda Blum

CC: <northernpike@dig.ca gov>

Foges



| Lake Davis Pike Project - Lake Davis Pike Eradication Project

From: Linda Bi

To: <jcunninghamdiadig.ca.gov=>

Date: 1043172005 5:23.01 PM

Subject: Lake Davis Pike Eradication Project

My scoping comments on the Lake Davis Pike Eradication Project are in

the attached Word file. If you need my scoping letter in a different
glectronic formal, please contact me and aliow me 1o supply a different

version.

Thank you,
Linda Blum

cC: =northermpikef@dig.ca.gov>

If":_”'




October 31, 2005
Mz. Julie Cunningham
California Department of Fish and Game
Fortola Field Office
P.O, Box 1858
Portola, CA 96l22

RE: Lake Davia Pike Eradicatlion Project

Dear Ms. Cunningham:

I attended the Department’s scoping meeting on the aftermoon of
September 26, 2005, and presented oral comments about potential
wildlife impacts of the proposed poisoning treatment of Lake Davis.
Since that mesting, I have studied your environmental checklist
document, “PROJECT DESCRIPTION AMND INITIAL STUDY, LAKE DAVIS PIKE
ERADICATION FROJECT,"™ and found nearly every significant environmental
lssue already identified. I commend you and your colleagues for the
more comproehensive and straightforward presentation of information this
time around.

I hope that the draft EIR/EIS adequately addresses those potential
impacts and risks named by the checklist, and I pledge to criticize the
Department long and lowdly if the draft EIR/EIS faila to address issues
committed for study by the Project Description and Inicial Study.

At & fundaméental level, I still beliewve that the definition of the
project limits its ramnge of slternstives to environmentally damaging
cptiona. By defining the goal as eradication of pike and getking
yourselves a legislative resolution making pike an outlaw species in
the state, the Department has completely diaguised the fact that it has
usurped and destroyed all other authorized purposes and uses of Lake
Davis in order to operate the lake as a trout fishery.

The EIR/EIS should discuss the roles and responsibilities of the
various State and Federal agencies having public trust duties aver
natural rescurces in the project watershed, including the U.S5. Forest
Service, U.5. Fish & Wildlife Service, NOAA Fisheries, and the
California Department of Water Resources. Particular attention should
be paid to the DWR, since it owns the Eacility and must operate it for
the benefit of the people of Plumas County per the water contract. Lake
Davis is supposed to provide a balance of the following benaficial
uses: recreation, water supply, and fish and wildlife. The DWR should
be the lead agency on this CEQR document and this project. DWR has a
duty to keep the Department of Fish and Game from running amok again at
Lake Davis. It is unreasonable to hawve one use - even a trophy trout
fishery - dominate all other beneficial uses of the lake and its water.
The EIR/EIS must demonstrate how doing so is consistent with the
State’s public trust duties, which extend to &1l upland areas and
terrestrial species which might be affected by treatments of the lake
tributaries. Public trust rescurces potentially affected by helicopter
spraying of upland ponds, marshes; and other wetlands should be
digcusaed, too.



What 18 the funding source for this project? The EIR/EIS should include
a dascription of the funding source and the official justification for
the project.

One significant isswe not identified in the initial study, but that should be addressad in the
EIR/EIS, is the potential for simultansous mplementation of the Lake Davis poisoning and the
Plumas Mational Forest's Freeman project. How do you anticipate the Biming of the Freeman and
the rotenone projects will proceed? Will Forest Service Limited Operating Periods and public
closures in 2007 and/or 2008 make it infeasible to implement parts or all of the Freeman project?
Will forest thinnings, road decommissionings, riparian improvement projects, or aspen
regeneration projects be affected in any way by the rotenone program 7

I remain concernad about the potential for secondary and teriary poisanings of non-target
lerresirial species that would be praying or scavenging upon poisoned fish, or upon other animals
that have scavenged potsoned carcasses in and along the siream channels of the lake tribularies,
as well as around the edges of the lake, whatever its water level, immediately afier the polsoning
and for the winter and following the poisoning. You know probably better than | that in winter, just
about any active spacies will scavenge. The EIR/EIS must evaluale the potential for bio-
accumulation and poisoning of each and every componant of the rolenone formutation, especially
with regard lo TES species known or suspected (o occur in the watershed, including great gray
owl, spolied owl, bald eagle, golden eagle, osprey, goshawk, and marten.

Thank you for considering the above comments in the development of the
EIR/EIS. I look forward to reviewing the draft EIR/EIS and hope you
will notify me when It is avallable for public comment.

Sincerely,
Linda Blum




Linda Blum
i "

08282005 02.05 Angie Dillingham
P <gdillingham@is. fed. us>
o
Sabrina Stadler
<ggladier@fs.fed us>
Subject
Freeman & Lake Davis

Dear Angie,

I'm full of questions about the combined effects to soil, water, and
wildlife from both the Lake Davis pike poisening project and the

Freeman project — and the impacts to forest workars, as well. When

the CDFG folks at Monday's public meeting said they didn't know yel how
many and which tributaries to Lake Davis would also be poisoned, the
nurmber of guestions in my mind exploded.

Also, | made a note in the QLG's August 25 meeling that one of the
districl's represeniatives said the Lake Davis rotenone program is
expected to need Lo read inbulary siréams several imes.

The logistics involved boggle the mind, but before | get all worked up
about potential impacts and conflicts between HFQLG and GDFG projects,
I thought | should make some Inquiries of what resource analyses

already exis! that might help me understand the tributary treatmant



| Julie Cunningham - Fw: Freeman & Lake Davis

et

par of the Lake Davis project. | would appreciate whatever information
you can make available io me while both projects’ scoping pericds are
running, as well, 2o that | can make informed and, hopatully,
constructive commenis aboul each,

How do you anticipate the timing of the Freeman and the rolenone
projects will procesd? Will LOPs and public closures in 2007 andfor
2008 makea it infeasible to implement parts of all of the Freeman
project? Wil road decommissionings have (o be delayed or dropped due
1o the rotenone program?

Have all fish-bearing streams in the Freaman project area been mapped
and surveyed by now? Do only those stream reaches capable of
supporting fish comprisa the exlen! of the rolanone treatmeant arsas?

If the sireams have been mapped, could | please see a copy of the map?

Have all amphibian and sensitive plant surveys besn completed for the
Freaman project? Is thera any overiap betwsen TES occurrences andior
habitats and the access andior Iréatment points for the rotenone
applications?

Will COFG wani vehicular access o the sireams in crder o apply the
treatments? Al what places? How much RHCA disturbance are we talking
aboul at each sile and cumulatively? How many access points will lie in
aspen groves? in Freeman aspan treatment units? In meadows or other
open areas?

How do rotenone application locations and the bald eagle, ospray, and
greal gray owl lerrilones ovardap?

How many relenone treatments wil CDFG want to do on each siream
sagment? How long duralion will each one be? How far apart in time will
each treatment be? Will the entire Freeman project area be closed to
evenyona, including loggers and service contfaciors, during those
tributary freatment periods?

| realize that neither you nor COFG have the answers to thess questions
today, but | want to get started at asking tham, and would like
whalever answers you can provide

As you heard me state in Monday’s public meeting, on the wildlife side
of things I'm expecting terrestrial species to be affected by the
rotenone project indirectly, by their scavenging on the poisoned
carcasses of aquatic organisms, 85 well as by overall reduced food
supplies for several years after the poisonings, If there are any
chemicals thal bio-accumulale, scavenging specias — which in winter
and early spring would include eveary species present and active —
could be potenlially effecied chronically and long-term.

Sea? the questions just keep coming. Should we have a scoping-period
office visit lo discuss some of my quaestions? | am relatively free for

6 of the next ten business days. Please give me a call or emadl reply

if you'd like me to come oul to Mohawk fo talk.

Thanks,
Linda Blum



| Lake Davis Pike Project - pike in L. Davis : = Page 1 |

From: “Valerie Bowiby” ININININIGINGEE
To: <northempike@dfg.ca gov>

Date: 102712005 12,4933 PM

Subject: pike In L. Davis

Genllermen,

Please make the hard decision and do the job right. Get rid of all the pike in L. Davis right away! In the
fong run, thal is what absolutely must be done! Don'l cave o local pressures, You have the river
systems of the entire State thal is your responsibility. Do i right and do it now

Valerie Bowlby

1
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| Lake Davis Pike Project - Pike in LD _P

From: “Lynn Boyer' [ A ) p 3:55)F

To: <norhempikeddig.ca.gov= L —
Date: 1v29/2005 12:18:35 PM

Subject: Pike in L/D

Lynn Jr.l says contain them, with all the money DVF/G has spent already ihare is no doubi 8 beaner
could have been buill. Save them and lat paople fish the lake. We fish them in the mid-west and they are
fun and good eating. Trying to eradicate them is a loosing proposition and as smart as all the wheels at

FIG are they should know this by now. Ul will never get rid of them unless U drain the lake and never refill
it. My comments, Thank U Lynn L. Bayer




| Lake Davis Pike Project - Pike eradication in Lake Davis and ils Iributaries ) T R

gy o1 200
From: *Ed & Sarah Brunc” i T
To: <narthempike@dig.ca.gov> g 323 P
Date: 10/29/2005 11:50:12 AM e
Subject: Pike eradication in Lake Davis and ils tributaries

To California Depariment of Fish and Game

The exisience of Norhern Pike in tributary impoundments of the Pacific drainage of Califomia is an
immediate and obvious threat to salmonid and other native fish populations. The political uproar that
surrounded the previous attempt at their eradicathon in Lake Davis cannol be allewed to stop or slow tha
obvious aclion needed to eliminate this serous threal to the economic and recreational gifis belonging 1o
gl Californians. The attempis at control that followad the re-establishment of the pike have bean money
wasled.

Delay is simply iresponsibla. The consequances of further delay are polentially so serious that it is
unimaginable that aggressive action was nol taken immediately after discovery of Pike following the first
attempl.

Oir. Edward C. Bruno



Lake Davis Pike Project - Lake Davie Page 1

From: "Ray Bryant |

To: znorthempiked@dia. ca gov=
Data: 8152005 3:32:14 PM
Subject: Laka Davia

Grestings

I am a rasident of Blairsden, Plumas County. | fish ai Lake Davis

It is extramely disappointing that the Norihern Pike cannot be killed with
poison as was accomplished at neighboring Frenchman Lake.

| endorse the program recommend by the DFG. My only objection is the long
delay facior and the endless Mickey Mouse hoops you have o jump through. |
have ablways fell thad the first poisoning would have worked if it had been
done earlier in the Fall but this delay was thé faull of the Chicken Little
Syndrome in Portola. One other criticism was the endless amount of money
spent on dynamiling and eleciric shocking thatl any fifth grade mathematics
Sludent could have foretold the falures

Get on with the program as an emargency which it cartainly will be if those
Pike escapa the confines of Lake Davis. You have flifed wilth disastar all
too long and the time bomb is ticking. Quite being nice and appeasing and
gel moving before you destroy a great fishery, Gelt scared, as you should ba,
and panic slashing the red tape while you still have a chance.

F. Ray Bryanl




| Lake Davis Pike Project - Public Comment on Pike Eradication Plan Page 1

From:

To: “Pike Team™ <northempike@@dig.ca.gov>
Date: 120720085 7.57.5T7 AM

Subject: Public Comment on Pike Eradicalion Plan

Citizen: Albert Carlsan

Home Phona:
Bus. Phone:
Mobile:

Fax

add o mailing list

Comment:

| feed that the Dept. OF Figh & Game musl do what it (akes to rid this state of any unwanted species.
Don't let a few people in that community influence what impacts many more people and protect native
species. Lets face it someone in that community knows who put pike there and they am’t talking. The
majority must rule. Fish & Game should nol have had to pay these paople off before. If the pike
eliminate the trout there, then they will be complaining that you didn't protect the trout

Fat o B AL
.'L |'Il:-" il !
e e mank
3 -



Lake Davis Pike Project - Public Comment on Pike Eradication Plan FPage 1

From:

To: "Pike Team" <norhempike@dlig.ca.gov>
Date: 1272005 11.02:38 PM

Subject: Public Comment on Pike Eradication Plan

Home Fhone
Bus. Phone
Mobile

Fax:

Comment

The Pike really muest go. | fish lake Davis and lodga in Portola, If the Pike conlinue I'l relectantly have to
find & new favorite lake. Davis can be an incredible fishery once the plke are eradicated, they must go
by whatever maans will compislaly elmimabe heam

e A 'Il -3_. ni_L

L4 il
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| Lake Davis Pike Project - Poisioning Allemalives & Options....? | i Page 1]

From: T

To: <northernpikeddlig.ca.gov=

Date: 8M14/2005 6:49:31 PM

Subject: Poisioning Alternatives & Options.....7 e T

I'd like to offer an alternative to DGR against paising Lake Davis in an I
attenpl lo eradicale Pike. | used (o live in Northeastern Ohio and we would OCT 2 8 f0la |
regularly travel up to the Greal Lakes for a day of fishing. | W Gi5Sam

We fished Lake Erie and the surrounding watersays for years where hooking - _Eavial
and landing a Pike was and slill is considered a trophy catch, althvough maost

catches were Sheepshead in those walers. Pike are great eating if cooked

correcily, the meat is thick, while and can be hileted with ease to avoid bones

Anyway, my idea is for DGF 1o entice fishermen from all over the siate to
come o Lake Davis to literally fish Pike oul of the walers,

Whether it be a Trophy Pike Tournament, ke Rio Visia's Annual Bass Derbyy,

or a per fish cash bounty paid to each angler for Pike of any size, with

larger breading females accounting for lop money, evenis such as this can be
organized and would be apprecialed by community business cwners, due (o the
revenue generaled, over poisoning. | think that this idea would be cheapsr than the
lawsuits from irate Davis residents, and mora angler friendly for DFG

Personally | prefer fishing for Striped Bass or Sturgeon, but do enjoy an

outing for Bluegill or Crappie occasicnally. Please consider increasing the
numbar of Stripars by spawning them at hatcheries. Nearly everyone | know, and
many people | meet while fishing, prefers calching Striper over a Salmaon or
Trout any day of the week

Saimon & Trout may be native to Northern California, but many game fish
either increase their numbers or die oul over time. | balieve Califormia spands
oo much time and money facilitabng environments for these two species.
"Fish On"...... please consider my proposals... ..

Steve Clark



| Lake Davis Pike Project - LAKE DAVIS

From: Larry cooPER I

To: =northernpike@dig.ca gov>
Data: /1972005 11:18:51 AM
Subject: LAKE DAVIS

DEAR SIRS,

INSTEAD OF POISENING THE LAKE WHY CANT YOU SCREEN THE INLETS AND OUT FLOW,
THEN DRAIN THE LAKE COMPLETELY AND LET IT SIT OVER THE WINTER ALLOWING IT TO FILL
THE FOLLOWING SPRING? SEEM LESS COSTLY, LESS INVASIVE, AND MUCH MORE

COMPLETE

LARRY COOPER

O 1003 ani

——— |

Loy Lt

Page 1



| Lake Davis Pike Project - Remarks on Lake Davis poisoning initiative Page 1

From: Jeanne Dansby | NEGcGcNNNNEEEE
To: <northemnpikeg@dfg.ca.gov>

Date: "
Subject: Remarks on Lake Davis poisoning initiative

The DFG mighandled the first poisoning of Lake Davis in 1887, The
enlire nasly process created a fol of hard feelings along the way. Bt
sinca then the DFG has worked hard to rectify those hard feelings and
work with the people of eastern Plumias County in its effor 1o control
the northern pike. They are (0 be commendead for their hard work and
dedication lo the people, the environment, and to due process.

But we have o remember the DFG has run fast and loose with our ecology

just as private citizens have done for as long as there has baen

migration. Many of the plants and animals we consider indigenous (o the

slate are indead transplants, brought with a dream of wealth or as a I!—T—_ e |
connection 1o the homeland. The eucalypius, a transpiant from Iﬂt:i IVED
Australia, was largely responsible for the billions of dollars in damage { 0T 9 #9008
incurred in the Oakland fire storms. Paiute cutthroat trout in Alpine | OCT 2 8 2003
County are facing exiinction due fo a shrinking environment and pasi - 1038 |
planting of rainbow trout by DFG officials. Ouwr mouwntains, our meadows o _(;‘E s ___l_.':_":"_';
and foresls, our rivers, and our lakes are nol stalic things. They are Eavtere £

all in a consiant state of change, evolving and adapting to intemal and

external forces every day. And we musl acknowladge that, no matier how

hard we try to make amends, the changes wa have wroughl are permanent

and lasting

No matter how the pike gol into the lake, their presence is a profound
ong in the ecosystem of Lake Davis. But then again, Lake Davis itself
made a profound and permanent change to Grizzly Creek when it was buill
o be a porlion of the massive California Agueduect, which in itsell made
a profound and permanent change to the entire state. Mankind has put
his mark on the planetl and must now learn to live within the ecosystem
ha has created. To think that a second poisoning would resull in a
complete kill is folly. The only way poisoning the lake will work is if

it is done repeatedly over the course of several seasons, over the

course of years. And while thal happens, the community struggles with a
damaged economy, losl recreation, and endless delays to the
reinstatement of Lake Davis as a domestic water supply,

One of the things | leamed from the last experience: big brother will

do what big brother will do. We can rail and scream, file injunclions

and carry signs, but the project will go on. At this poinl we can only

ask thal the process be done comectly, with the Depariment of Healih
Services as the lead agency per the legislation passed in 1997. We may
not be using it now, but Lake Davis is still designated a domestic waler
supply and must be protected as such.

| can still dream, and | can hope and pray that the DFG figures out a
way [0 co-exisl with the pike and stop draining the state’s resources.
I's sad to think what could have baan had all the money that's been
thronwn at this isswe gone instead to our children's aducation.

Respectfully,
Jeanne Rowden Dansby



Lake Davis Pike Project - Public Commenlt on Pike Eradication Plan Fage i

From:

Ta: *Pike Team™ <northernpike@dig.ca gov>
Date: QI2TI2005 7:07:46 PM

Subject: Public Comment on Pike Eradication Plan

Citizen: Richard Dickerson
Emaik r_dickerson@sbeglobal met
Chganization

he. |0 doam]
add to mailing list v el

Cammeni

The same pike erradication thal worked at Frenchman Resarvoir will work at Davis Lake Diraw dosam
Davis 1o minimum poal and rotenon the lake. Barriers above and below the lake will be needed Also,
the liming is critical for water tamperatuse for the poison



LAKE DAVIS PIKE ERADICATION PROJECT | &i» -
CEQA / NEPA Scoping Comment Form g

Telepbone No. |

Ermmil (oprional]

CommentaTisoes/Alternatives: I

—

Fiease vae sddiional shoets f mecosaary.
SUBMIT WRITTEN COMMENTS (POSTMARKED BY 10/31/05) T0!
Mail: California Dapartment of Fich and Gama, P.O. 1858, Portola, CA 96122

rax: [ New Fax: (530) 832-9706

Email: northempike@dfg.ca.gov
Website: www.dfg.ca.gov/northempike

Questions? Please call us at (530) 832-9068
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SUBMIT WRITTEN COMMENTS (POSTMARKED BY 10/31/05) 10!
Mail: California Department of Fish and Game, P.O. 1858, Portola, CA 96122

Fax: New Fax: (530) 832-9706
i Email: pi g.CB.gov
Website: www.dfg.ca.gov/northemipike

Questions? Please call us at (530) 832-9068




| Lake Davis Pike Projed - Public Comment on Pike Eradication Plan Fapge 1

From:

To: "Pike Team" <northernpike@dig.ca.gov>
Date: SIM92005 9:23:54 AM

Subject: FPublic Comment on Pike Eradication Plan

Citizen: Michelle DuBois

Home Phone: : T T ]

i % | £ I
Bus. Phone: : |
Mobile: eT 2 8 N5 |
Fax ol
or 'r; 03 ant
add o mailing list | H—— 'r"JJ'-‘-L
Comment:

We bought a lot near Lake Davis about a year ago, this “Pike” issue has affected our being able, or
LACK of being able to build. Now we are paying for a well that we can’l use? | hope that someone
cansiders whal this is REALLY impacting, and how it affects the future of Portola. We would love to call
Portcla our home in the future, bul it scares me that such issues to deal w/ the Pike may end up leaving
an empty lake and desiroying people’s dreams of enjoying the quality of life in the Porlola area



Lake Davis Pike Project - Public Commen on Pike Eradication Plan Page 1

From: D

Ta: "Pike Team" <northernpike@dfg.ca.gov>
Data: 10282005 201311 AM
Subject: Public Commant on Pike Eradicalion Plan

Citizen: Richard Dunn

add to mailing list

Comment

| would like the Califomia Dept. of Fish and Game lo demonsirate some leadership and courage in
dealing with the on-going problem of narthem pike in Lake Davis. Morthern pike in our river systems
would prove lo be a major problem for species such as salmon and trout as well as a number of native
fish. The longer these fish are allowad to exist in Lake Davis, the more likely they will spread and infect
other areas of our stale. The poisoning of lakes goes on throughout the United States and has been
doné numbercus times in California. Please use good scientific data, stop listening io the emaotional,
unscieniific and ridiculous cries of the uninformed, fringe whackos that are so common in our siate
Show some leadership, be decisive, lay oul a plan that will kill this non-native and intrusive species, and
carry it out. It's time you guys take a stand and do what is right for our lakes and rivers. Let the flower
peaple scream and yell and do what needs to be done

Richard Dunn

Q1 1dang

v Sk



Lake Davis Pike Project - RE: LAKE DAVIS SUGGESTION Page 1

From:

To: =norhempikeddig.ca.gov=
Date: B/26r2005 6:26:28 PM

Subject: RE: LAKE DAVIS SUGGESTION

| am a concemed resident of California, born and raized in Sacramenio. |
do not feel that poison of "blowing up the fish™ is a really greal idea

| propose fishing derbies with bounties on the pike. As we all know, humans
can cause a population of fish to be "lished out®. Selfing doller amounis

on the size and sex of the pike could be no mora expensive than Ihe methods
previously used. It would also cause an influx of business to the residents of
Lake Davis, Thus it sounds Hke a win-win sifuation o me.

Thank you for the opportunity to voice my opinion. It would be greatly
apprecialed i this suggestion could be raised to the residenls Io vole on
inghead of the aforementioned allernalives

Thank You; RECTOVED|
Diana Lynn Easte ICT 2 B ZULL |




Lake Davis Pike Project - Public Comment on F'il'!.l.‘ Eradication Plan Page 1

From:

To: “Pike Team® <northempiked@dig.ca.gove
Date: Or26/2005 6:30:28 PM

Subject: Pubdic Comment on Pike Eradication Plan

Cilizeén: Diana Easie

Add o madling lis

Commueant:

Please consider having fishing derbies with a bounty on the size and sax of the pdke. I would brng good
business to Lake Davis and is a much safer altemnative than poisen or dynamile, It does not seem that it
would cast anymore monay for derbies than whal has already been speni and proven unsuccessiul
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OCT-28-2005 01115° FROM: ERMANIFAX _ T0: 329785 P.273

October 28, 2005

To: California Department of Fish and Game
P.O. Box 1858

Portola, CA 96122

and

Supervisor

Plumas National Forest
159 Lawrence Street
PO Box 11500
Quincy, CA 95971

From: Nancy A. Erman %,,,-7,. fﬁ,;? S;"""‘"-’ e

I
Nk

i.fr:?};a?
= @3 744

Re: Scoping comments/ Lake Davis/ Rolenone poisoning/ Northermn Pike h

Electronic filing of comments was unavailable at the CDFG website (contrary o article
in Sacramento Bee, October 25, 2005, by Jane Braxton Little). “Contact Us” link on
homepage was also unavailable at website. These comments sent by FAX. Hard copy 1o
follow.

A joint EIR/EIS should be prepared for the proposed rotenone poisoning of Lake Davis
by the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) and the USDA Forest Service
(Forest Service).

Pleass send me a copy, ot the above address, of the drafl EIR and / or EIR/EIS when it is
completed.

The document should include the following:

* A detsiled map showing all water bodies to be poisoned including in addition o Lake
Davis, all streams and springs.

*e A complete history of past poisoning efforts in Lake Davis and other affected water
bodies poisoned as part of this effort.



OCT-26-2035 @1:19° FROM: ERMANLFRX === TO: E329 796 P.3/3

* A complete review of all published studies showing impacis to non-target species by
the use of rotenone formulations in aquatic habitats, including impacts to
invertebrales as well as vertebrates,

* A compiete review of all other studies done in California by the CDFG or Forest
Service, published or unpublished, that show impacts to non-target species from the
use of rotenone formulations.

* A complete imventory of all species in the water bodies to be poisoned including all
species in streams and springs.

*  An assessment of the relative risk to native salmon from northern pike {8 non-native,
voracious predator opposed by the CDFG) versus the relative risk to native salmon
from striped bass (a non-native, voracious predator supported by the CDFG).

= Specific steps o be taken for a detailed educational program to teach the poblic about
the problems of releasing non-native species into the environment including how the
CDFG will re-educate itsell to prevent problems of non-native species.

* A complete assessment of indirect impacts on non-target species, both aquatic and
terrestrial, from the loss of the food sources of fish, amphibians, and invertcbrates
from this poisoning project, i.c., impacts to the food web.

*  An assessment of the transfer and persistence of all chemicals in the ratenone
formulation through the food web.

*  Explicit information on how the dead fish will be dealt with,

* A complete assessment of the comulative effects, particularly 1o non-target species,
over the past 5060 years of poisoning aquatic habilats in the Plumas National Forest,

Thank you for the opportunily to comment on this proposed project. | will look forward
to receiving and reviewing the EIR.



LAKE DAVIS PIKE ERADICATION PROJECT
CEQA / NEPA Scoping Comment Form

f " gk | . .".II

Mame

Mailing Adddress:
|

| Telephone Mo, o
|

Email (optronal)

Comments/lssues/ Alternatives:

e

-y g

-;=f.'.ue Lse JomTonad Sheels i e ._-.34.1-.-‘-_.-
SUBMIT WRITTEN COMMENTS (POSTMARKED BY 10/31/05) To:

Mail: California Department of Fish and Game, P.0. 1858, Portola, CA 96122
Fax: (530) 832-9706

Email: northernpike@dfg.ca.gov

Website: www.dfg.ca.gov/northernpike

Questions? Please call us at (530) 83240568



LAKE DAvVIS PIKE ERADICATION PROJECT
CEQA / NEPA Scoping Comment Form

| MearrhE:

Mailing Address:

Telephome Na. (op

Emuil (opuional);

| Comments/Tssues’Alternatives:

| . -

-
|

. e

|

F_.-EE@ a-:'a'ﬁ:a_- SiEars i MecHSEany,
SUBMIT WRITTEN COMMENTS (POSTMARKED BY 10/31/05) To:
Mail: California Department of Fish and Game, P.0. 1858, Portola, CA 96122

Fax: [ New Fax: (530) 832-9706

Email: northernpike@dfg.ca.gov
Website: www.dfg.ca.gov/northermnpike

Questions? Please call us at (530) 832-49068





